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August 2, 1988 

Stephen A. Lingle, Director 
Hazardous Site Evaluation Division 
(ATTN: NPL Staff) 
Office of Emergency and Remedial Response 
(WH-548A) 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street SW 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Subject: Pasco Sanitary Landfill's Inclusion 
en the National Priorities List (NPL) 
for Uncontrolled Hazardous Haste Sites 

Dear Mr. Lingle: 
We have received the support information and HRS documentation for 
this site per Mr. David Bennett, EPA Region X. Our review shows the 
Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking System (HRS) HW-10 and the 
background information used by EPA do not accurately reflect the popu­
lation served by groundwater water near this site. Actual contact of 
residents within a 3 mile radius of the site shows the population 
served is only 724 as opposed to the HRS estimate of 15,868. This 
limited usage reduces the Pasco Sanitary Landfill score to 26.31 as 
opposed to the HRS package score of 44.46. The revised score is low 
enough that this site should not be included on the NPL because the 
score is less than the 28.5 cutoff. A more detailed presentation of 
our background information influencing the HRS score is provided in 
this writing. 

Population Served - Drinking Water 

The EPA generated HRS scoring package is provided as Attachment 1. 
Sheet 4A of attachment 1 lists drinking water wells within a 3 mile 
radius of the site. This sheet was used as a basis for contacting all 
drinking water users indicated as having more than 3.8 persons per 
well. We developed a data sheet for recording the information 
obtained in these contacts. The drinking water data sheets are pro­
vided as attachment 2. Each sheet shows the number of permanent resi­
dents served by the well. A distinction is made between the actual 
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drinking water use and the EPA estimated total. The section number 
where the well is located is indicated in the upper left hand corner. 
The number in the left hand corner corresponds to the EPA drinking 
water list in item 4a of the HRS documents. Signatures were obtained 
to verify the information as deemed necessary. The actual population 
served (260) vs. the HPS estimated population (1048) served is pro­
vided in Table 1. 

Table 1 

Comparison of Actual EPA Estimated Drinking Water Populations 

Drinking Water Wells 
Population Served 

Well No. Name Actual EPA 

1 Washington Idaho Laborers 3.8 3.8 
2 Paul Savage 3.8 3.8 
3 A1 Yenney 3.8 3.8 
4 Tom Kidwell 3.8 3.8 
5 Van Wormer 3.8 3.8 
6 Lakeview Mobile Home Park 83.6 800.0 
7 o Rada & Sons 15.0 16.0 
o 
9 Aztlan Construction Inc. 5.0 20.0 
10 BPA - Franklin 16.0 16.0 
11 Bonnie Brae Trailer Court 57.0 65.0 
12 De Vries Water System 12.0 12.0 
13 Palmarez 3.8 3.8 
14 Marquez 3.8 3.8 
15 Johnson & Boxbaum 3.8 3.8 
16 Bumgarner 3.8 3.8 
17 Dall 3.8 3.8 
18 Cunningham 3.8 3.8 
19 Rasmussen 3.8 3.8 
20 Western Farm Services 4.0 24.0 
21 Frontier Machinery 22.0 50.0 

260.2 1048.6 

Population Served - Irrigation Hater 
Water usage information sheets regarding irrigation well contacts are 
all provided as Attachment 3. Similar to the drinking water methodol­
ogy, signatures were obtained to verify the information as needed. 
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Each irrigation well was assigned a number, 1-67. These numbers 
appear on the stickers on the Ground Water Usage Information sheets. 
Each irrigation well was provided with a number because there were a 
number of owners who owned more than one parcel of land and more than 
one irrigation well, the list was categorized by owner. The actual 
number of people using the ground water is listed on the right hand 
side of Table 2 in the columns labeled "actual" versus "EPA". On this 
irrigation list, there are actually 464 people using ground water in 
the 3-mile circle as opposed to the EPA estimated 14,820. 

Table 2 

Actual Population Served as Drinking Water vs. HRS Estimated 
Population Served 

Irrigation Wells 

Name/Well No. 
Population Served 

Acres Actual EPA 

Burlington Northern 
1 
2 
4 
5 
6 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 (Sullivan) 
18 
19 
20 
40 
43 

520 
130 
520 
520 
300 
137 
160 
400 
315 
107 
300 
200 
20 
107 
300 
300 
40 
480 
130 

3.8 7,029.0 

Columbia East/Tippett 
9 
32 
42 

268 
160 
130 
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• 50 268 
64 495 

7.6 1,981.5 
Harold Cox 

• 3 (Conn. Mut. Life Ins.) 145 
• 33 (Conn. Mut. Life Ins.) 160 
• 34 (Worsham) 157 

35 157 
• 36 5 
• 37 (Conn. Mut. Life Ins.) 130 

38 (Conn. Mut. Life Ins.) 155 
• 39 (Worsham) 157 

2.0 1,599.0 
_ Jack Alderson 
• 21 150 
• 22 (Columbia East) 500 

23 (Burlington Northern) 315 
• 24 (Burlington Northern) 40 
I 25 (Burlington Northern) 75 

10.0 1,620.0 

7 Middleton 142 
8 Middleton 20 

6 243 

• 26 Lakeview Mobl. Hm. Pk.(Hill) 15 
P 66 Lakeview Mobl. Hm. Pk.(Hill) 20 

- 83.6 52.5 
1 27 USCE 10 
• 67 USCE 100 

5.0 165 
I 28 Standard Oil .75 -0- 1.125 

29 E. Blasdel (Minnahan) 40 
I 30 E. Blasdel (Con. Mut.) 137 

—0— 265.5 
31. K. Ashley Trust (Tippett) 135 -0- 202.5 

1 41 WA St. DNR (leased by C.Cox) 520 2 780 
• 44 City of Pasco (Sea. Hardware) 4 

45 City of Pasco 15 
• 46 City of Pasco 10 

-0- 43.5 



45 Close 1 1.5 1.5 
46 Modd 2 3.0 3.0 
47 Fanning 7 10.5 10.5 
48 Liberty Ag (Frontier Mach.) 12.5 22.0 18.75 
51 Pasco San. Landfl (Dietrich) 38.0 6.0 57.0 
52 Pasco San. Landfl (Tomlinson) 345.0 -0- 517.5 
53 Palomarez 26.0 3.8 39.0 
54 Burden 20 -0- 30.0 
55 Franklin Co. ID (E/WA ID) 5 -0- 7.5 
56 Spooner (Hcmmes Hideaway) 1 15.0 1.5 
57 Reisenger 2 
58 Reisenger 6.5 

9.0 12.75 
59 Mann 10.0 -0- 15.0 
60 Johnson 5.5 7.0 8.25 
61 Lourdes .5 -0- .75 
63 Port of Pasco 3.0 266.0 4.50 
65 Story 73.0 -0- 109.5 

9,879.75 463.8 14,819.625 

Total Population Served by Groundwater 
The total number of people actually using the ground water within the 
three mile circle is 724 as opposed to the EPA HRS estimate of 15,868. 
This total is shown in Table 3. 

Table 3; Actual Population Usage vs. HRS Estimate 
Population Served Population Served 

Well Type Actual Usage EPA Estimate 

Drinking wells 64 
Irrigation wells 660 

724 

Problems with Background Information and HRS System 
Clearly, the background information used and the HRS system did not 
accurately, or even grossly, approximate the ground water usage at 
this site. The reason the HRS grossly overestimated the actual number 
of people using the ground water are listed below: 

1,048 

14,820 

15,868 

o The 1.5 person per irrigated acre does not apply to large, cen­
ter pivot irrigation circles common to this area. (See pg. 27 
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of Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking Users Manual, 
HW-10) 

o Owners overestimate acreage when applying for water right per­
mits (Ref. 9 in the Bennett EPA letter). The water right permit 
acreages were used by EPA to determine the number of irrigated 
acres. 

o Owners overestimate the number of users cn their domestic water 
supply wells (Ref. 8 in the Bennett EPA letter). Domestic water 
permit applications were used by EPA to determine drinking water 
users. 

o Some owners appeared on both lists, so their numbers were dupli­
cated. 

With a population of less than 1000 persons using the groundwater the 
HRS score is changed significantly. The target score [5] becomes 29 
(from HRS Manual pgs. 24-27) because the distance to the nearest well 
is still less than <2000 feet, assigned value 4 and the population 
served is 100 -1000 assigned value 2 for a matrix score of 20. Then 
9+20 = 29. The overall score then becomes: 

HRS Score = ( [1] x [4] x[5])/57,330 x 100 
HRS Score = (45 x 20 x 29) x 100 = 26.31 

57,330 

Visual Presentation of Potentially Inpacted Water Users 

An evaluation of those water users with any potential for being 
impacted near the Pasco Sanitary Landfill is illustrated in the aerial 
photo provided in the pocket of this report. The aerial photo is 
entitled Pasco Sanitary Landfill and Vicinity. This photo shows the 
Pasco Sanitary Landfill at the center of the circle with the point of 
release from the old Resource Recovery Industrial Disposal Site A 
indicated at the triangular clear area near the western edge of the 
landfill. This specific disposal location is the only place within 
the landfill boundary where the solvents were detected. The irriga­
tion well numbers correspond to the list of irrigation wells (attach­
ment 3). Drinking water wells are indicated by small squares with 
circles and numbers inserted within each of these small squares. These 
drinking water designations correspond to the list of drinking water 
wells provided in attachment 2. Accurate groundwater contours have 
been developed close to the site using on site monitoring wells and 
offsite groundwater wells. These contours are presented at two foot 
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intervals. Groundwater contours further away from the site are pro­
vided at 10 foot intervals and were determined by Bureau of Reclama­
tion water level measurements. The groundwater contours are indicated 
by the solid lines with the elevation inscribed in the lines. For 
example, in the northeastern portion of the three-mile radius ground­
water is at an elevation of 390 feet. It drops down 40 feet to about 
350 near the point of release and continues to drop in elevation as 
the water moves in a southwesterly direction. In order for a well to 
be impacted it would have to be at a lower elevation than the ground­
water at the location where the release has occurred. The groundwater 
at the point of release is at the approximate elevation of 349 feet. 
The photo shows the vast majority (28) of the circles are located 
above the 350 foot contour line. All of these circles accounted for 
at least 140 persons in the population served estimate when a release 
could not possibly impact these wells. Groundwater flow is generally 
perpendicular to groundwater contour lines and arrows have been added 
to the drawing to indicate the exact direction of flow. Those arrows 
which are not dark but are white in the middle indicate the projected 
path of any release from the resource recovery industrial disposal 
site which is the subject of this report. As indicated by these white 
arrows, there is one irrigated circle which would be subject to a 
release from this location. The well for this circle is indicated by 
irrigation well #9. 
As can be seen from the aerial photograph, the direction of ground­
water movement from this facility would soon pass under the Pasco 
Water District boundary which is indicated by a dotted line. This 
entire area is served by the City of Pasco water system. This water 
is obtained from the Columbia River and distributed to each of the 
households within the indicated area, therefore, these residents would 
not be subject to any potential release from this facility. 

As an additional check to be sure that we had identified all of the 
drinking water supplies outside of the City of Pasco service area, we 
obtained an address list from the Franklin Planning Department which 
indicated all of the structures with addresses within the three mile 
circle. All structures are labeled on the aerial photo as inhabited 
or uninhabited structures and verification from the Franklin County 
Planning Department is provided in Attachment 4. We do not believe we 
or you have missed any drinking water wells that could be potentially 
impacted. 

Correct HRS Score 
We recognize you must have some means of ranking sites but you (EPA 
personnel) and your subcontractors have spent more than 3 years and 
in excess of $350,000 studying this site. I question why all this 
time and money was spent if in the end the results are not used to 
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evaluate the site? Why develop all this data and then use a shotgun 
model which does not consider essential features such as groundwater 
flow. I do not believe the necessary available or appropriate informa­
tion was used to score this site, and when this information is used 
(as demonstrated in this letter) the HPS is reduced to 26.31, a score 
less than the 28.5 required to be placed on the NPL list. In light of 
this information, I request that this site be dropped from the 
National Priorities List. If you have any questions concerning this 
information please contact me at the Pasco Sanitary Landfill (509) 
547-4802 or Mr. John Zillich with Technico and Enviro Services Co. at 
(509) 735-7283. 

Respectfully, 

Attachments 



TARGET SHEET: Oversized Document 

This document was not imaged due to the original 
being oversized. Oversized documents are located 
at the Superfund Records Center. Please contact 
the Records Center Help Desk at 206-553-4494 for 
assistance. 

If this oversized material is part of another document, fill out below information: 
This oversized document is a part of Doc ID:!"1371148 

Oversized Document Title (if any): 
PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL AND VICINITY. 

<#tD 

Region 10 
1200 Sixth Ave. 

Seattle, WA 98101 



Facility name: 
Pasco San i tary Landfill 

Location:. 

EPA Region:. 

P a s c o .  W a s h i n g t o n  

1 0  

Person(s) in charge of the facility: Lflfry Dl ft tfl Ch. 

Lynn Gui1 ford Date:. 
Name of Reviewer: 
General description of the facility: hazardous substances; location of the 

KSiSSSS w 

iResource Recovery Corporation operated a portion of Pasco 
Sanitary Landfill as a hazardous waste disposal site 
f r o m  1 9 7 2  t o  1 9 7 4 .  C u r r e n t l y  t h e  d i s p o s a l  a r e a s  a r e  a l l  
covered with three feet of soil. This cover gives both 
the surface water and direct contact routes scores of 
0 The ground water route has an observed release and 
a large ground water population giving the site an 
overall score-of 44.46 

44.46 (Sg„= 76.92 S0 = 0) 

FIGURE 1 
HRS COVER SHEET 



Ground Water Route Work Sheet 

Rating Factor 
Assigned Value 

(Circle One) 
Multi­
plier Score 

Max. 
Score 

Ref. 
(Section) 

0 Observed Release 0 (S) 1 45 45 3.1 

If observed release Is given a score of 45, proceed to line 0. 
If observed release Is given a score of 0, proceed to line 0. 

Total Route Characteristics Score 15 

0 Containment 0 12 3 1 3 3.3 

0 Route Characteristics 
Depth to Aquifer of 
Concern 

Net Precipitation 
Permeability of the 
Unsaturated Zone 

3.2 

0 12 3 

0 12 3 
0 12 3 

0 12 3 

0 3 4 Waste Characteristics „ 
Toxicity/Persistence 0 3 6 9(T|)15 18 1 „ 
Hazardous Waste 01234567(5) 1 8 
Quantity 6*~ 

I Total Waste Characteristics Score 20 26 

0 Targets 
Ground Water Use 
Distance to Nearest 
Well'Population 
Served 

0 1 2 <5) 
1 0 4 6 8 10 J 12 16 18 20 J 24 30 32 35 (*0) 

3 
1 

9 
40 

9 
40 

3.5 

Total Targets Score 49 49 

0  If line 0  is 45, multiply 0 * 0 * 0  
If line 0 is 0. multiply 0x0*0*0 

44100 
57.330 

0 Divide line 0 by 57.330 and multiply by TOO Sgw- 76.92 

FIGURE 2 
GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET 



Surface Water Route Work Sheet 

I Rating Factor 
Assigned Value 1 

(Circle One) | 
Multi­
plier Score Max. 

Score 
Ref. I 

(Section) | 

1 0 Observed Release 0 45 1 45 4 1  

IV ouserveu i«» w"v" — — - -* «- »—* 
If observed release Is given a value of 0. proceed to line Q?]. 

0 Route Characteristics 
Facility Slope and Intervening (012 3 
Terrain 

1-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall (§? 1 2 3 

Distance to Nearest Surface © 1 2 3 
Water ^ 

Physical State 

i 0 Containment 

R Waste Characteristics 
Toxicity/Persistence 
Hazardous Waste 

Quantity 

<Q) 3 6 9 12 15 18 
@ > 1 2 3 4 5 6  7 8  

0 
0 

18 
8 

4.2 

I Total Route Characteristics Score 0 
15 

(§) 1 2 3 1 
0^ 

3 4.3 

4.4 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 

0 Targets 
Surface Water Use 
Distance to a Sensitive 
Environment 

Population Served /Distance 
to Water Intake 
Downstream 

© 
© 

1 
1 

2 
2 

3 
3 

Iff 4 
16 
30 

6 
18 
32 

8 
20 
35 

10 

40 

Total Targets Score 

0 If line 0 is 45. multiply 0 *0 *0 
If line [TJ is 0. multiply 0 x 0 x 0 x [5J 

0 Divide line 0 by 64.350 and multiply by 100 

0 
0 

26 

9 
6 

40 

0 55 

64.350 

> sw 0 

FIGURE 7 
SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET 

4.5 



Air Route Work Sheet 

Rating Factor 
Assigned Value 

(Circle One! 
Multi­
plier 

Score 
Max. 

Score 
Ref. 1 

'Section) 1 

I 0 Observed Release © « 1 0 45 5.1 

Date and Location: 

Sampling Protocol: 

If line 0 1.0. the Sa - 0. Enter on line [|] . 
If line jj] la 45« then Proceed t0 ,ln0 0 • 

0 Waste Characteristics 
Reactivity and 
Incompatibility 

Toxicity 
Hazardous Waste 
Quantity 

0 12 3 

0 12 3 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8  

5.2 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 20 

0 Targets 
Population Within 

4-Mlle Radius 
Distance to Sensitive 

Environment 
Land Use 

0 9 12 15 18 1 30 

21 24 27 30 
6 0 1 2 3 2 6 

0 1 2 3 1 3 

5.3 

Total Targets Score 39 

® Multiply 0 * 0  0  x  0 .  
35.100 

0 Divide line 0 by 35.100 and multiply by 100 S a ~ 0 

FIGURE 9 
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET 



S s2 

Groundwater Route Score (SgW) 7 6 . 9 2  5 9 1 6 . 6 9  

Surface Water Route Score (S3W) 0  0  

Air Route Score (Sa) 0  0  

S2 + S2 + S2 g w  . s w  a  wm 5 9 1 6 . 6 9  

v/^s2 + s2 + s2 v gw sw a 7 6 . 9 2  

\As2 + S2 + S2 / 1.73 - SM -gw sw a / /////////// 4 4 . 4 6  

F I G U R E  1 0  

W O R K S H E E T  F O R  C O M P U T I N G  S M  



Fire and Explosion Work Sheet 

Rating Factor 
Assigned Value 

(Circle One) 
Multi­
plier Score Max. 

Score 
Ref. 

(Section) 

0 Containment 1 3 1 3 7.1 

[H Waste Characteristics 
Direct Evidence 0 3 1 3 
Ignitabllity 0 1 2 3 1 3 
Reactivity 0 1 2 3 1 3 
Incompatibility 0 1 2 3 1 3 
Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 8 
Quantity 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 20 

C D  Targets 
Distance to Nearest 

Population 
Distance to Nearest 

Building 
Distance to Sensitive 

Environment 
Land Use 
Population Within 
2-Mile Radius 

Buildings Within 
2-Mlle Radius 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 1 3 

0 1 2 3 1 3 

0 1 2 3 1 3 
0 1 2 3 4 5 1 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 1 5 

7.3 

Total Targets Score 24 

^ Multiply Q * @ @ 1,440 

C D  Divide line [T] by 1,440 and multiply b y  100 S FE " 0 

FIGURE 11 
FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET 



Direct Contact Work Sheet 

Rating Factor 
Assigned Value 

(Circle One) 
I Multi-
I plier 

Score 
Max. 
Score 

Ref. 1 
(Section)! 

0 Observed Incident 0 45 1 45 8.1 

If line 0 Is 45, proceed to line 3 
If line 0 Is 0, proceed to line [2] 

GO Accessibility 

CD Containment 

m Waste Characteristics 
L-1 Toxicity 

00 Targets 
Population Within a 
1-Mile Radius 

Distance to a 
Critical Habitat 

(£)1 2 3 4 5 

($)\ 2 3 

1 3 

0 15 

0 0 15 

0 20 

0 12 

Total Targets Score 

[51 If line 0 Is 45. multiply 0 * 0 * III 
If line Q is 0. multiply 0 x 0 x 0 x 111 

0 Divide line 0 by 21.600 and multiply by 100 SDC 

• 0 32 

0 0 
21.600 

0 

FIGURE 12 
DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET 



ecology and environment, inc. 
101 YESLER WAY, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON, 98104, TEL. 206/624-9537 

International Specialists in the Environment 

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS 

FOR 

HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM 

Instructions: The purpose of these records is  to provide a convenient way 
to prepare an audi table record of the data and documentation used to apply 
the Hazard Ranking System to a given facili ty/site.  As briefly as possible 
summarize the information you used to assign the score for each factor 
(e.g. ,  "Waste Quantity = 4320 drums plus 800 cubic yards of sludges").  The 
source of the information should be provided for each entry and should be a 
biographical-type reference that will  make the source used for the data 
point easier to find. Include the location of the source and consider 
appending a copy of the relevant page(s) for ease in review. 

FACILITY NAME: Pasco Sanitary Landfill  

LOCATION: Kahlotus Road and Highway 12 
Pasco, Washington 99301 

REVIEWER: Lynn Guilford 

TDD: TDD F10-8701-04 

ECOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT, INC. 

DATE: June 1987 

recycled paper 



GROUND WATER ROUTE 

1.  OBSERVED RELEASE 

la.  Contaminants Detected (5 maximum) in Ground Water 

Tetrachloroethylene was found in monitoring well EE2. 
Trichloroethylene was found in monitoring wells EE2, EE3, and JUB 2.  ,  

TK€. \evfcls -fcoi^d njef*- ©oer 

-  Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facili ty: 

These compounds, tetrachloroethylene and trichloroethylene, were not 
found in background wells,  but were only found in wells downgradient 
and adjacent to zone A and the old landfill  burn and demolition dis­
posal area. Paint wastes were disposed in Zone A. 

HRS Section Score: 45 (Ref.  1 pjo) 

•  * • * * * * • * • *  

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Depth to Aquifer of Concern 

-  Name and description of aquifer(s) of concern: 
w<*W "Valoxe. oAicK 

Vofcivvva &«\&oAY-S % roundwaw" occorA T© 
&TMK4 sorfAce A-V srte.  4.\  

M«i. <T o*f* fefcrehce. £ r fescr^io* of g*ol#^ic 
o»svVi swA cto»»-setf\oKS. 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2b. Net Precipitation 

-  Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (l ist  months for seasonal):  

-  Mean annual lake evaporation rate (l ist  months for seasonal):  

-  Net precipitation (subtract above figures):  

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  



2c. Permeability of Unsaturated Zone 

-  Soil type in unsaturated zone: 

-  Permeability associated with soil  type: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2d. Physical State 

-  Physical state of substance at  time of disposal (or at  present time 
generated gases):  

HRS Section Score: 

* * * * * * * * * *  

3. CONTAINMENT 

3a. Containment 

-  Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated: 

-  Method with highest score: 

HRS Section Score: 

* * * * * * * * * *  

4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

4.a Toxicity and Persistence 

-  Compound(s) evaluated: 

Compound Toxici ty Persistence Total 

Tri chloroethy1ene 
Tetrachloroethylene 

2 
2 

2 
2 

12 
12 

Compound(s) with highest score: 

Tetrachloroethylene and Trichloroethylene 

(Ref.  

(Ref.  

HRS Section Score: 12 (Ref.  2 



4b. Hazardous Waste Quantity 

-  Total amount of hazardous substance at  the facili ty,  excluding those 
with a containment score of zero. (Give a reasonable estimate, even 
if  the quantity is above maximum.): 

The total waste quantity is estimated to be approximately 47,000 drums. 

-  Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity (must be docu­
mented quantity and not assumed): 

Pesticides -  425 drums 
Metal Finishing/Cleaning 

-  10,947 drums 
Solvents -  253 drums 
Barium with Mercury 

-  2,896 drums i ; ,v»" '  • 

HRS Section Score: 8 (Ref.  1,3,4,5) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

5. TARGETS 

5a. Ground Water Use 

-  Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facili ty: 

Ground water is  used for drinking water and irrigation within three 
miles of the site.  Some of the wells used for drinking water are be­
yond the perimeter of the public water supply system. 

HRS Section Score: 3 (Ref.  6,7,8, 
- 9,10,11,12,13) 

5b. Distance to Nearest Well 

-  Location of nearest well drawing from the "aquifer of concern" or occu­
pied building not served by a public water supply: 

SW 1/4, NW 1/4, Section 22, Township 9N, Range 30E. 

-  Distance from site to above well or building: 

The well is  on site,  approximately 800 feet north of monitoring wells 

Paint Wastes -  26,426 drums 
2,4-D Mfg. wastes -  5,080 drums 
Carcinogenics -  9 drums 
Aromatic Tar -1,159 drums 
Cadmium Waste -  11 drums 



5 C .  population Served by Ground Water within a 3-Mile Radius 

-  I d e n t i f y  w a t e r  s u p p l y  w e l l ( s )  d r a w i n g  f r o m  t h e  o f  c o n c e r n  
within a 3-mile radius and populations served by each. 

T c A o \  \ 0 ^ 8  

" S^^1™dcSS^^iS^2n5Sr"S1?oI!SlUlin,,,rct1.5Bp2S!r«tSr acr.1t 

Set 

- Total population served by ground water:  

HRS Section Score: 40 (Ref.  7,8,9, 

-

I t 1 
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SURFACE WATER ROUTE 

1.  OBSERVED RELEASE 

la.  Contaminants Detected in the Surface Water at  the Facili ty or Down 
Gradient from It  (5 maximumT 

No observed release. 

-  Rationale for attributing contaminants to the facili ty: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Facili ty Slope and Intervening Terrain 

-  Average slope of facili ty/site in percent:  

The si te is relatively flat  (less than 1 % ) .  

- Name description of nearest down-slope surface water:  

The only down slope water within two miles is  a man-made dairy pond. 

-  Average slope of terrain between facili ty and above-cited surface water 
body in percent:  

The average slope is less than 1%. 

-  Is the facili ty located either totally or partially in surface water? 
Yes /  N£ (circle one) 

-  Is the facili ty completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation? 
Yes /  No (circle one) 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1,12,13) 

2b. 1-Year 24-Hour Rainfall  in Inches 

Less than 0.75 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  2 ) 



1 

2c. Distance to Nearest Down-slope Surface Water 

The man-made dairy pond is  approximately 1,500 feet southwest of the 
site.  No natural water is  located within two miles of the site.  

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1,12,13, 
15,16) 

2d. Physical State of Substance at  Time of Disposal 

No known waste is  available to surface water migration. 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 ) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

3. CONTAINMENT 

3a. Containment 

-  Method(s) of waste or leachate containment: 

All known hazardous wastes have been covered. 

Method with highest score: 

All known hazardous wastes are covered with three feet of soil ,  four 
mil polyethylene sheeting, and capped with an additional two feet of 
soil .  

'  HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 ) 

* * * * * * * *  

4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

4a. Toxicity and Persistence 

-  Compound(s) evaluated: 

Compound Toxicity Persistence Total 



AIR ROUTE 

1. OBSERVED RELEASE 

la.  Contaminants Detected in Ambient Air 

None observed. 

-  Date and location of detection of contaminants: 

-  Method used to detect contaminants: 

-  Rationale for attributing contaminants to the site:  

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1,15 

* * * * * * * * * *  

2. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Reactivity and Incompatibili ty 

-  Most reactive compound: 

-  Most incompatible pair of compounds: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2b. Toxicity 

-  Most toxic compound: 

Compound Toxicity 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2c. Hazardous Waste Quantity 

-  Total quantity of hazardous waste at  the facili ty/site:  
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ATTACHMENT 1 

EPA HRS 



- Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

3. TARGETS 

3a. Population Vlithin 4-mile Radius 

-  Enter data under respective radius and indicate how determined: 

0 to 4 miles 0 to 1 mile 0 to 1/2 mile 0 to 1/4 mile 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 

3b. Distance to Sensitive Environment 

-  Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetlands, if  2 miles or less: 

-  Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if  1 mile or less: 

-  Distance to crit ical habitat of an endangered species,  if  1 mile or 
less: 

'  HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 

3c.  Land Use 

-  Distance to commercial/industrial  area, if  1 mile or less: 

-  Distance to national or state park, forest,  or wildlife reserve, if  2 
miles or less: 

-  Distance to residential area, if  2 miles or less: 

-  Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years,  
mile or less: 



- Comppund(s) with highest score: 

No known compounds are available to migration. 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 ) 

4b. Hazardous Waste Quantity 

-  Total amount of hazardous substance at  the facili ty/site,  excluding 
those with a containment score of zero. (Give a reasonable estimate, 
even if  the quantity is above maximum.): 

No known waste is  available to surface water migration. 

-  Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity (must be documented 
and not assumed): 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 ) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

5. TARGETS 

5a. Surface Water Uses 

-  Use(s) of surface water within 3-miles downstream of the hazardous sub­
stance: 

No natural surface wa,ter is  used within two miles of the site and no 
known hazardous wastes are available to migration. 

-  Is there t idal influence? Yes /  No (circle one) 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  1 ) 

5b. Distance to Sensitive Environment 

-  Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if  2 miles or less: 

-  Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if  1 mile or less: 

-  Distance to crit ical habitat of federal endangered species or national 
wildlife refuge, if  1 mile or less: 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 



5c. Population Served by Surface Water 

-  Location(s) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing 
bodies) or 1 mile (static bodies) downstream of the hazardous substance 
and population served by each intake: 

No known wastes are available to surface water.  No natural surface 
water is  located within two miles of the site.  

-  Compute land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and convert to 
population (1.5 people per acre):  

-  Total population served: 0 

-  Name and description of nearest above-cited water bodies: 

-  Distance from probable point of entry to above-cited intakes (stream 
miles):  

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1,12,13, 
15,16) 

* * * * * * * * * *  



Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years,  
if  2"miles or less: 

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register of Historic Places 
and National Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site:  

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 



FIRE AND EXPLOSION 

FIRE MARSHAL'S STATEMENT: 

This si te poses no fire/explosive potential (Ref.  16).  

1.  CONTAINMENT 

-  Hazardous substance present:  

-  Type of containment,  if  applicable: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

* * * * * * * * * *  

2. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Direct Evidence 

-  Type of Instrument and Measurement: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2b. Ignitabil  i ty 

-  Compound considered: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2c. Reactivity 

-  Most reactive compound: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

2d. Incompatibili ty 

-  Most incompatible pair of compounds: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  



- Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years,  
if  2 miles or less: 

-  Is a historic or landmark site within view of the site? 
Yes /  No (circle one) 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  )  

3e.  Population Within 2-Mile Radius 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 

3f.  Buildings Within 2-Mile Radius 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 



2e. Hazardous Waste Quantity 

-  Total quantity of hazardous substance(s) at  the facili ty/site:  

-  Basis for estimating and/or computing waste quantity: 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

* * * * * * * * * *  

3. TARGETS 

3a. Distance to Nearest Population 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

3b. Distance to Nearest Building 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

3c. Distance to Nearest Sensitive Environment 

-  Distance to wetlands: 

-  Distance to crit ical habitat:  

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  

3d. Land Use 

-  Distance to commercial/industrial  area, if  1 mile or less: 

-  Distance to national or state park, forest,  or wildlife refuge, if  
miles or less: 

-  Distance to residential area, if  2 miles or less: 

-  Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years,  i  
mile or less: 



DIRECT CONTACT 

1.  OBSERVED INCIDENT 

la.  Date, Location, and Pertinent Details of Incident 

No observed incident reported. 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1,15 ) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

2. ACCESSIBILITY 

2a. Describe Type of Barrier(s) 

Site is not fenced. However,  the operator 's residence is on si te.  

HRS Section Score: 1 (Ref.  17 ) 

3.  CONTAINMENT 

3a. Type of Containment,  if  Applicable 

The known hazardous waste is  covered with three feet of soil ,  four mil 
polyethylene sheeting, and capped with an additional two feet of soil .  

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 ) 

* * * * * * * * * *  

* * * * * * * * * *  

4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

4a. Toxicity 

-  Compounds evaluated: 

Compound Toxicity 

No compounds available for contact.  

-  Compound with highest score: 

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref.  1 



• ••••••••• 

5. TARGETS 

5a. Population Within 1-mile Radius of Site 

No compounds available for contact.  

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  1 ) 

5b. Distance to Critical Habitat (of Endangered Species) 

HRS Section Score: (Ref.  ) 



ATTACHMENT 2 

DRINKING WATER WELLS DATA SHEETS 

Note: EPA List of Drinking Water Wells 
Appears as page 4A of Attachment 1. 



I. 

PASGO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: U)os. k .-»jUM -irlt,L L a k h r < ^  Contact Date: 
Phone No: Contact Made By: 
Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 
No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 
No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



PASCO SANITARY LANDPLLL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: 4-~auI -So Contact Date: 
Phone No: Contact Made By: 
Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner : A I )Z <° t> r\ e y-
Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: / 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner :  /n ia .  fl I,) IL 

Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking 

Actual vs. 

Water Users 

EPA Estimate 

EPA: S 



^m"s 
f. ^ 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner:_ ]J n h ) Q *" rirt g v 

Phone No: 

Address: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: 



lo 21, 

PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: Ĵ lllPlA P̂ nkh Contact Date: n'/rfjfP 

Phone NoJ^M l - £ Contact Made By: £ /f ], J, 
Address: \S. j?d- AA d 

ftinr-o, ido. 11301 
Person Contacted: Signed; ftp/ 111 I ( ) J A J i  

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [̂ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: rA*7 *S/J00,<? 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: //l-i  • - L i â'I i-. A J  <;' ̂  

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 
0. 0 
~ 

Actual: jLf. L /i EPA: <J& ~ D 



PASOO SANITARY IANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

•— 

O^er: 

Phone No: 1 -"3 *~1 7 

Address: 7 "7 Hi I 

<S£2-'Q 1 oJft 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: ZZ 

Contact Made By: ^ A.C;,jrh, 

Signed: ( /jjj 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes U-] 

No. of permanent people served: / "b 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

No [ ] 

Yes [ \/-l No [ ] 

Comments: 

Actual: / k 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: A * )  a *  f ( iVo Contact Date: Vy ? / 
Phone No: <rV-£ - / Contact Made By:_ 

Address: 'jz' o Jr jLe to,X 

H S>c q cl I t 
Person Contacted: f)r>d Signed: -pk b rU <— 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [*/] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ 

No. of acres: 

Comments: . 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: -<< r 



Z-uJ- A7 
/C 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: &\>A - i 

Phone No: / 

Address P a^ c. a - - k g h I t  l u  < >  r U  

Pa-S-.* , LaJA 99^0/ 

Contact Date: n/fllsP 
Contact Made By: ̂  ifj, r/, .; /. 

Person Contacted: Î aK Signed: _ph h rO 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: /b 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: / b? EPA: / 



// 

PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: p.,,..,, R,. ,~/v - C,--K Contact Date: 

Phone No: ,5V *7 — V'/ ̂  Contact Made By: *0,].+*,, I 

Address: 

—A-
Person Contacted: /rSstA/>JZv/u2-- Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ̂  No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: -3r̂ ' — ̂  ̂ 
J -jl£-wn • 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [/ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: .e f7 sT 

Comments: , . 

Actual: S *7 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: hl> f Fbe \JrTes 

Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: 



415 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: J a e  R L>, °r< 2-

Phone No: ~ S* A A 
Address; //V/ -*2^ V+U*l»< 7?/ 

Q CJ/I 9 y 
Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 
No. of acres: 

Co"™ents:—iQoi - / t i--\ 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: ^ /> 



J J. 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

(Xmer: G>. r*\ ah <* t/-e -3-
Phone No: 

Address: 

t 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



/jr 
PASOO SANITARY LANDP1LI. 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: Rr>x Kaurw Contact Date: 
Phone No: Contact Made By: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: P 



PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: Contact Date: 

Phone No: Contact Made By: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

<?.9 EPA: 



PASCD SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner; l î n i l  Contact Date:_ 
Phone No: Contact Made By: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No t 1 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: I f 



PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: # 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: <, /•>-> u s s e rO 

Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFII1. 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner - e llg> io Pa r rv\ e r \J i c <? s 

Phone No: S Ŝ - V9/i Z1 

Address: /cg / p) , P -j ̂  , <•_ p, 2a! 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: ̂  S~)ijrZ<y,S 

'A <sc Q( U=2A- ^ A / 
Person Contacted: C S i g n e d :  

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [«—i* No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ *—T' 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: 



PASOO SANITARY IANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

0wner: r"r C  n  bi'c. v - P ~\rA c hi nc- ry 
t) O c-lJ A./ ̂ -t l-f y /) c. 

Phone No: r )^-\r~) • <L;T-> v-\ I 

Contact Date: JZ :h/ff 

Address: Vi iKsAt _S 

v -.ft r\(\y±M 

Contact Made By: ^ 

c 
Person Contacted: AXju.. i , r\ ("Tlli i Signed: • ,i, Vv/V\ r Y| Q Q 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [^ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [,M 

Comments: To a,gRl<^tfT£- ^Mc( STJ^C/ 

d 

Z. L utu£ r f • ^ J . 'f-r- , • 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 
;, .-! ,£"£> . 0 (J 

Actual: EPA: > //, 7<~~ 



ATTACHMENT 3 

IRRIGATION WELLS DATA SHEETS 

Note: EPA List of Irrigation Wells appears 
as pages 4B-4D of Attachment 1. 



1 ? 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: V) ̂  m, d H ) .  r U  

PUllU-Hw* /// ~jp/fs,,\ - f i.-•; 

Address (xJd 4?<3d/ 

• P k t m .  rL < £ r V - n - . < • / .  L #  

Person Contacted:C/^\An KY]; f > h I «• -f ft n 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: /. 

Signed: jjy pA>.iuf. 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ t'T' No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: ^ 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Y e s  [ N o  [  ]  

L2A a-cA«^> 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



^ S ¥ 
•4d* aC U 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: f^r.kh 
Phone 

Address: y*9. £* 

fhnno, k i n .  QQ^OI 
Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: -7 

Contact Made By: ̂  /H, , ; / 

i -.An Signed; ennnit.) 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [^] No [ ] 

M Sonne* 

Yes o<] No [ ] 

Cmuiients: //n_ . r 1- '(.l •, c- m£ d 1 i' b 

J 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate _ fflo.o 

> — S'S -

Actual: y~$ Lr> EPA: (At) ~ ~<4 D 

^  / ,  r  ^ -  n  



3S 
U7 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

turner: (r p , ,S tl r, n*> e r<, Contact Date: P? 
Phone No: jr */ 1 - -7 ̂ j?/ Contact Made By: .̂ /f 'j, r 

Address: p,Jt j , , ,v u )A 

Person Contacted: La ne.ll*- "TT/I \,»- i- Signed: ^ , p/ pyj 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: c A/-* Q-.v^-, y. . 
0 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: /IrC 



PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

CXmer: n A n r A i / COh^i/r Am ) Contact Date. /~P 
Phone No: Contact Made By: A. 
Addressi&p^'oL)^. -PA k! J2CL 

b ( ,Y-J/9 <? 'TNT^ ( 

Person Contacted:_ K i t ) T?r/A/rJ, Signed: ^ ,p/n A *) ̂  

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ *-t 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ tJr 

No. of acres: 

Comments: LO r /wyi ~~h k ̂  n Per /$. US ej -Tt r-
-fi r (• p r m ieo i, t. ^ 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: — 6 ' EPA: / T/17 ̂  



y 
•w JO 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner; Jz. /3)Q 5, de / Contact Date: 
Phone No: jt̂  o - Contact Made By: jf) 
Address: /Jc I? S 

f*' Q i -JA <9 ff / i 
Person Contacted: /Y)g H )a 5. r! <* / Signed: >h y pj) A hJ -e_ 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of acres: /<?/:> /'r ,J 

Comments: . . 

Actual: — <o — 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



w* 2 
3/ 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: ^. Ashley lrux+-
Phone No: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: ^ /Q, ~TT...;yy 

Address: 

Person Contacted: w ) <--IA JC\ uhh •ft Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ 
No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 
No. of acres: 

Yes [ No [ ] 

/̂ 3 6 

Comments: /) /; jpr J .<g ,4 77 ̂  d 

r. 
/ i"| //-*f >?-.*• -< ... J  ̂/ t iu / 

(J 

Actual: — <? — 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: CTK ' C> oC 



PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: LJd. ft ftJ 

Phone No: •? s?<?ir 

Contact Date: iJ J?J? 

-Address: A kv, Ckor-I.V C t>x 

Contact Made By: J 

Person Contacted: SW ;**»*<> 11 Signed: b_i 
C-Secrc-f-Avy ^ 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

t  pll M Xl -g. 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ "f No [ ] 

Comments: 

Actual:_ 

Drinking 

Actual vs. 

Water Users 

EPA Estimate 

EPA: 7 ?0 



-36 

vv 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: £,fy (> f V^A sr (Park«-*j?.A Contact Date: *jT/. j <; 
Phone No: jC V.< ^ V,< -7 Contact Made By: D,<?+>-,,L 

Address: / / ̂  < AJ v// 

sQl S f d (, \J/i, 9*4 o / 

Person Contacted >J Signed: ^ p/, „ M r _ 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ 

No. of permanent people served: Q_ 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ""] No [ ] 

No. of acres: /y 

Comments. 5>liJ i rv^wi ^ ̂  f > /J € d cv.1 < j-l, lyj o ~f ̂  £ r- /• ^ ̂ir 
vJ 

_CL£ 6 +)\ e p- r/ <> <£_ . 

q * }-/ 6 J r&<<- 1 finly ai a tn *.4 a ry 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

—  d o  -  c  e  

Actual: Q EPA: - /yr c g 
2 



**-

^6, 

L f ~r PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: L l̂ r.Z.ê  Contact Date: 
Phone No: Contact Made By: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Actual: 
T 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: y.S 



.( -><> < ar'1/ PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: Mcdd Contact Date: 
Phone No:_ _ . Contact Made By: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: — 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: 



'J' ->'• (' C * f 
PASCO SANITARY LANDFIIi 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner ' f~<3 n >i i n </ f 
Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 
Contact Made By: 

Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ ] 

Comments: 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: /c • 5 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

CWner: v- (Y\nrUi»* ry Contact Date: n 
n  O  U-' + | / \  c ,  _ 

Phone No: ' ̂  Vn • Q^V-A I Contact Made By: J, / J, 
Address: \ r\Y"l ^ 14 t'Wf _S 

: \, ̂  ^ 
Person ContactedriTc),y, + \ C~t£ tfJ- iv.; Signed: LijVl/Ut 09-v— 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ./] No [ ] 
No. of permanent people served: /LjZ-

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [^4 
No. of acres: 

Comments: (^XsFc!* TO ZTRRI £<flCT ^• i({( (o^T" . 
^CG^M\ v| ca<^ Aao - 0rJ^~<$ ^0rYsfKTX' Ux c 

. ^ / t tf n r-C- \ £ . Cj 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

(-_x7l — •&£> • °0 

Actual: EPA: /tf, y<T~ 
* f £ tf.') r~ 



SU<,M a 3, 

S/ 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: S r t n ,  7~ <3 t-v L a n H ^ , ) !  

Phone No: 

Address: 

Person Contacted: 

Contact Date: 

Contact Made By: 

Signed: ^ /~ 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ <^\ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ̂  No [ ] 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: ^2 EPA: 1. D 



SSL 
£2-

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: ̂io/n /(<«. So cJj', cC Contact Date: 

Phone No: ,<T^ 4?9& Contact Made By: /L P/k~h~iQ.L 

: 2%. £-4'-(far- Ri < Address _ _  ^  

Person Contacted: '.OyL Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [^} 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [^] No [ ] 

No. of acres: ^ ̂^ 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: EPA: £/*?* 



04 2x^-^4 

^ 43 

PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: .Ue RU^x. Contact Date: 
Phone No: A A Contact Made By: 

Address: // V/ <; t.- Ka/i Jtins 

-pA^rai (.JA. 9 9<Sdt 
Person Contacted: Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: /)u// n)of A I ~~ ( i r?*\'<Vf w/f v'.J 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: „ (y i EPA: -c.. 9 !) 



•S* 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFIIJL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: <•> y F t u r r l o J  Contact Date:  

Phone No: - Z -f-f ^ Contact Made By: ^  / " } ,  r / A , y /  

Address: 

Person Contacted: Ray Su r rC-e >\J Signed: J=>y ?, K) 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: / h r < /' ?- tO O LAJ €1 11. hl-e. r- h iw. 

Cl 10 p I I f <r( ~f 6 r f ft £-

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: ~ ̂ — EPA: ^0 • ii. ~ • t 1 " 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

O w n e r d , e  Contact Date; 7J^nj&P 
Phone No: cvv Contact Made By: > xO 
Address:  ̂ S'_  ̂rjL 

hfirT .0 ( ( /.- 9o?/ i 

Person Contacted: A | r IS, r f. \J Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 
No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ] 
No. of acres: 

Comments: T,anH=! in +-hig: area MPRP apquirpd Sy I-VIP FranVlin Cnnnl-y Trr:i gat-i nn 
District No. 1 due to non-payment of I-rigation Assessments. The 

1 anHc WPrP anqni rfiH -FwYrn fbp prorloccpccnr r>f -hVig* Fi-j g-fr- r--j r*+- / P a c r - n  

Reclamation Co.) in 1917 at the time of the formation of the District. 
. Mn i TTipT-owpinQnl-g tiavP 1-iQPn hy t-hp ni gj-rirt- jn that area and 

any well would have been drilled prior to that time and no informatior 
i° availahio We have no Vnowledge of the eyistance of a well 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: - •: — EPA: •'), •£"" 



-3P 

S(. 
PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

-  / J~  / V ^  ,  C o n t a c t  D a t e :  ff 
Phone No: St 7 - Contact Made By: ̂  i(), t \ / ) 

Address L £. L*> „)•'<. 
PA <>C , tJ/1 - ?9<SA/ 

Person Contacted: ^>ak) p., r />,,: tJ Signed: pL n iQ ̂  

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ <-"] No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: /S, 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ *--f No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: ,A r^T> . 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

/• 5 EPA: 



•$7 S? 
PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: Contact Date: 

Phone No: Contact Made By: ^ aC,S/^ . 

Address: £./ 

(..-.J* *7 7 /• •-
Person Contacted: £7s/e- /^e/if^gr Signed: pbnne 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ <—Y No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: . . 

Actual: 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: /«»? y<T 



PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: Contact Date: *7/si, J 
Phone No: STV n - /' Contact Made By: ^. jf) , ~,jU 

Address: p ? uJ> C+J e r n e j-f-

r A  : Jr'- •' 

Person Contacted: uj. r.• r>)a„n Signed: ^ p/, m»J< 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of acres: /D 

Comments: . 

Actual: — £ — 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 



-5S" 

ioC 
PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

r) Owner- h <; A yQ Contact Date: 
/ 

Phone No: — J") £ L- Contact Made By: ^ 

Address: cy- / c? -></• 

f 
Person Contacted: ê  ,,, e J.h n >J Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 2 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ̂ — No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

Actual: ^7 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: J*- <£ 



Owner 

PASCO SANITARY LANDPLLL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

: Du* OA rfct&r&L Contact Date: 
Phone No: (£V f) 6¥7 - 7?o? Contact Made By: 

Address: /J• £/r-ee/~. 

/Use* . W/4 773 0/ 
Person Contacted: c^S /2F?C SZv?/x>s4 Signed: ̂ ^^fsrw- • 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No \l^(^ 

No. of acres: 

Comments: c*>c£^- cs* ^ 

/rV^ ^ " 

Actual: -c 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: ,ŷ r 



w 

us 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner = 4 C T^A A. 

Phone No: — 337^ 

Address: 0 . £>& K 7*6? 

Contact Date: 
Contact Made By: /-J 

U/'a 97?*' / 
Person Contacted: 7^- ĉ / tXQ^~ f i fa  • Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ yf] No [ ] 

Yes [ ] NO ">0 

Comments: 

Actual: «.?L A 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: </-so 



2J 43 jtf. ^5 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: vj gr ̂  " Id <>. 
Phone No: <Z~7 

Contact Date: 7/3-7^?? 

Contact Made By: 

Address:_ faJUuZts, 14 j> 

Person Contacted: viftCC AU^SOM Signed: _Alu i\j 6 -f 
0 J 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: 
No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 
No. of acres: 

Yes [ No [ ] 

JO^L- ^ Lov-^4 

Yes [ \A No [ ] 

9PO CLlAZ d̂ 

Comments: 

Actual: |Q 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

EPA: 163.0 



4>S 

PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

O-mer: 

Phone No: V— £, ̂  £ 

Address: <} *7 f) ̂ Jr /V /^/*~/^ 

Contact Date:_ 
Contact Made By: 

Person Contacted:—* Signed : 5 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ ] No [ 

Comments: 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: - o- EPA: // q 



PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: / G.*lumh,,-> Jras.f- Contact Date: 
Phone No: J77/.< - Contact Made By:_ 

Address: //£} u). -S 1,/e s f-* y 

~t 0, LAJj. c! <=f X /) / 
Person Contacted: //AH ~T7j\pr t4-

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ —No [ ] 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ *-"T No [ ] 

No. of acres: 

Comments: 

iec isS) 

-3! Of ) ^ ̂  

sJ 
r 

/ ' i  t 

£2 It I 

t- • 

Actual: 

"7 IT li 
-  <?  —  
-  a  —  
- < 5 -

- — 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 
$ 0 

VY-c 
EPA: ^ s*/O fit 

'J L / ' /4F'-5 



t* J M J // >7? ^3 ^7 ^5 ^3 
'£ 

• / / V 
PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: &url.'n<^ 
Phone No: //~ed 
Address: U 

I AJ^ 4 9<^0 / 

Contact Date: CLZ -stsw L 
71 Contact Made By: ^3 , 

Person Contacted: , j'¥] ,- (_/ ),•, i £l̂ y Signed: 

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ̂'] No [ ̂  

No. of permanent people served: S.,;7 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ No [ ] 

Comments: 39 & Cl-<-A Asi J. 
c •«. ^ 

/ /  
- i) (P 

CLA'.A S^-IS <y ,] 
<?<SD CL A-Ay,-. J 

JT J ' ' 
r~d r d) c^^<r y  ̂A 

St*-4* ̂  
L~3 cu-cxXo) 

** =5 S 

~ r 

\ ) 
irr* 

S C-

— 

/J-t t -+ LtW.t 

-/z-o 

atT UiJ 

.=?<?<3 

~7 (- (d 

Drinking Water Users 

Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Actual: cf. EPA: 7. /) 9, /> 



J 3-i SV j 5 3d 3-7 jV 
PASCO SANITARY IANDFILL 

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet 

Owner: jjgrd IA G> ox 
Phone No: ^S"v.<r- )R* ?n 
Address: r \a)sII^ 

\ JA 4 9 34/ 
Person Contacted: 'fjg r c IJ C ok 

Contact Date: 7 S7 f7 

Contact Made By: A. aO, , ZT, y.L. 

Signed: Ly pA I) N ̂  

Is well used for Drinking Water?: 

No. of permanent people served: 

Is well used for Irrigation?: 

No. of acres: 

Yes [ —T" No [ ] 

•=** -r-v—J 

Yes [ No [ ] 

/s <s o 

Comments: 

•4a 

Drinking Water Users 
Actual vs. EPA Estimate 

Sr.."' ' 
Actual: J? EPA: **/o ~ ° 

< r  r  p i  ^  —  9 3  A  e >  



ATTACHMENT 4 

FRANKLIN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT LETTER 



C O U K T T Y  

F L -A.NNINC3- DEPARTMENT 
ROBERT H. BOOTHE, Planning Director (509) 545-3521 
1016 North Fourth, Pasco, Washington 99301 

July 25, 1988 

Larry Dietrich 
1040 Merry Lane 
Pasco, WA 99301 

RE: Addressed Structures 

Dear Mr. Dietrich: 

As per our conversation of July 22, 1988, this letter is written to verify 
that, based on the address maps maintained in the Franklin County Plan­
ning Department office, there are 40 addresses which have been assigned 
to various structures lying north of SR 12/395 in Township 9 North, Range 
30 EWM, and lying outside the corporate limits of the City of Pasco. 

Please be advised that these addresses have been assigned to residential, 
commercial and industrial structures. Some structures assigned addresses 
are not habitable buildings; e.g. potato sheds. 

If you have any questions, please contact this office. 

Sincerely, 

Robert H. Boothe, Director 
Franklin County Planning Department 

cc: File 


